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REFLEXIONS 


The Expedient. 


ALETTER to the Au r H.OR. 


3 EE 
Was much pleas'd at the firſt fight of a Paper, which 
lately came to me under the name of An Expedient ; 
N (as I found) by a Member of the Lower 
louſe, for a Remedy to the preſent Diſputes in Con- 
vocation. No Seaſon could be improper for a Work 
ſo charitable and neceſſary : but this Propoſal 
5 ' leem'd to be exactly Tim' d, when the Convocation 
in which the Differences aroſe being 4di/olv/d, a new one 
was juſt ready to meat; and (as it was then hop'd) with a 
hearty diſpoſition to Peace, This Expedient allo ſeem'd to 
be ſuch (in the main point, that of Adjournments) as could 
not fail of Succeſs, without great perverleneſs on one lide or 
another: For thus ſays the Title, 4 Method of Adjournments 
pointed out, conſiſtent with the Claims of both Houſes: The Houſe 
therefore that ſhould decline an Accommodation upon this 
foot, was left inexcuſabbu. HF 
[ was the more pleas'd, that this promiſing Scheme was di- 
tected immediately co Me, as one who after ſome pains in 
examining the Controverſie, had A an declar'd 155 the 
| TM 8 Claims 


e 
Claims of the Upper Houſe : and who alſo, in your opi- 
nion, might be in ſome meaſure inſtrumental in procuring | 
it a favourable Reception with his Grace and the Biſhops, 
My Power, it may be, is not ſo conſiderable as you imagin ; 
but my Inclination, I aſſure you, as hearty as you can deſire. 
And, as I know, ſuch a healing Propoſal as this Title promi 
les, would be moſt welcome News to their Lordſhips; (5 
you could not do me a greater pleaſure, than the giving me 
any the leaſt part in effecting that Union upon juſt and rea 
ſonable Terms. . „ 
The matter But this is a Happineſs I am not to hope for, till you 
and man- pleaſe to make a Propoſal in ſome mealure agreeable to ſuch 
ner of the a Title: For that which you have already made, is a down- 
Expedient ie ht contradiction to it, in my Opinion at leaſt : for y ou 
diſagree- : | 
able to the and I (on this occaſion) pretend to ſpeak no more than our 
Title. own Senſe, Your Reflections of all kinds are fo bitter, and 
your Infinuations fo provoking, that the Paper looks more 
like a declaration of Var than a Treaty of Peace; and as to 
the particulars of it, moſt of em would come more proper- 
ly under the title of an Inve&:ve againſt the Upper-houſe, 
than an Expedicnt for reconciling them to the Lower. This 
{oft Name therefore, was only to amulz the World with an 
Opinion that thoſe of the Lower Clergy are wholly diſpos'd 
to Peace and Union; and you, under that diſguiſe, take the 
advantage of fighting on, and eſperſing your Adverſaries 
with the imputation of an obſtinate temper : as is uſual 
wich ſome aſpiring Princes, who are never more loud and 
publick in their Declarations for Peace, than while they are 
actually making Encroachments upon their Neighbours. But 
ſuch Pretences are deſpisd by wiſe and conſidering men, 
who judge of the Sincerity thereof, not from thoſe general 
Proſeſſions, but from the Equity of their Propoſals, and the 
manner of their Applications to have them accepted; eſpe- 
cially, when in the middle of a Controverſie either in Church 
or State, a private man undertakes in earneſt to offer a 
Scheme of Accommodation and hopes to be liſten'd to, he will 
not fail to do it with great modeſty and temper, at leaſt 
without Reflections of any kind, or an open Partzality to either 
ſide; that is, he will do it in a way directly contrary to your 
Expedient. I will not ſay what was your Deſign in writing 
it ( becauſe it is more than I can certainly know) "IF 
plain 


Way to come by an exact underſtanding of the ſtate of any Cm. 


[3.3 
plain enough, both from the Matter and the Manner of your 
Propoſals, that you could not in Earneſt mean it for an Ex- 
pedient. | | 
Had that been your Intention, ycu would have inſtructed 1% Author 

your ſelf more fully in the Right, and the grounds of that ceſſes . 
right, on either Side. For the Differences you propole to f "wag 
heal by that Expedient, ate purely matters of Right and Right. | 
Cuſtom, Whether the Upper or Lower Houlz in former times q 
have exercis'd the Privileges they now contend tor. And j 
yet (p.F. c. 2) you confeſs your ſelf not to have had ſuffi- 
cient opportunity to ſearch to the bottom of the Right, which # ſtill 
diſputable. Now, to interpoſe as an Umpire in a matter of 
Right, i. e. to undertake to aſſign to two contending parties 
the Share that of right belongs to each, does not ſeem to be 
the proper buſineſs of a man who finds himſelf oblig'd, at his 
entrance upon it, to make ſuch an open acknowledgment of 
his Ignorance of the Right. f 

But, with this Confeſſion, you declare you have ſearch'd Ie Right 
into the nature of the Diſpute, and the true State of the Queſtion. * ma 5 
I undeiſtand not what you mean by thele, as oppor'd to a OO 


| | } 
knowledge of the Rights of each ſide ; becauſe I know ho Pres of 


Queſtion, but by a particular enquiry into the Ground: and . 
Foundations of the Queſtion, ſo as to be able to make a judg- 
ment on which ſide the Right lies. From other parts of your 
Letter, I take the meaning of your diſtinction to be this: 
The point of Right, in the preſent Cale, is that which de- 
pends upon ancient Uiage, and the Evidences of it; but in 
theſe you don't think fit (for good reaſons ) to interpoſe. 
The nature of the Diſpute and the ſtate of the Queſtion, is the 
reaſonableneſs or unreaſonableneſs of ſuch a Power in the Upper- 
houſe over the Lower, according to the Effects and Conſe: 
quences ariſing from it. And having made this laſt your 
Province, you form thereupon an Imaginary Scheme of 
bringing the two Houles to an Accommodation. As if we 
were going to frame a new Conſtitution, or either Houſe - 
were at liberty to depart from fuch Privileges, as Cuſtom. 
has given them, and they conceive to be of immediate 
importance towards the ſupport and preleryation of their 
Order. 5 


I. 


[4] 
If all the Records of Convocation were deſtroy'd, and 
nothing remain'd in the memory of Man concerning the 
manner of Holding it, nor any Notices from the more early 
Apes of the Part which the Biſhops or Presbyters have born in 
tranſacting the publick Affairs of the Church; in this caſe, 
ſuch Schemes might do well towards Eſtabliſhing the Privi- 
leges of each: But to build upon theſe, when the other 
more proper and ſubſt antial Foundations are at hand, is to 
trifle wich Mankind, and to make Synodical Rights as much 

at every man's diſpoſal, as his own temporal Property in an 
= ordinary Bargain, | VFC 
The abſur- Tis true, after you have for ſome Leaves together been 


dip of firſt telling the Archbiſhop and Biſhops from what Claims they 
ning 


0972, Ought in reaſon to depart ; you propole (p. 16.) a Commiu- 
— they ee, & c. to reviſe all the Regiſters, Ad-books, and Fournals of 
propoſing a both Houſes, and from them to frame ſuch Reſolutions as being con- 


Committee ſented to by both Houſes, may for the future ſettle ſuch things as 
to Examin us pręſent ſeem diſputable. But how could you overlook the 
Abſurdity of ficſt defining the Rigbts of each Houle, upon the 
Reaſons of things, and then propoſing an Examination of the 
Act books, as che proper way to come to the knowledge of 
thoſe Rights. This previou Deciſion, is a forefalling the 
Judgment of the Committee, and the Authority of the Books ; 
and ſhould leaſt of all have been made, by one who had 
declar'd his want of opportunity to make due Enquiries of that 
kind. VF | 
Your firſt Article, That a new Convocation be Call d and 
regularly Open d, was abſolutely n<:*flary, and came in iis 
proper place; becauſe without a fitting Convocation no 
Committees could be appointed, nor any meaſures of Ac- 
commodation regularly ſet a foot: but after you had lodg'd 
the Buſineſs in the hands of a Committee, how could you 
think it decent to tell the Upper-houſe in the Subſequent 
Articles, from what Claims they ought immediately to recede, 
as wanting (in your opinion) the Support cf Antiquity ? 
Whether they want it or not, is the Queſtion to be reſolv'd, 
upon an InſpeRion of the Regiſters by the Committee you 
propoſe ; and it had, methinks, been much more natural 
to tell the Lower houſe, that till ſuch Inſpection could be 
made, the Archbiſhop and Biſhops (as in poſſeſſion at leaſt) 
ate to be ſubmitted to, and Cars only taken that this Sub. 
: miſſion 


CS] 
miſſion don't imply an Acknowledgment of their Right. 

But whatever Authority the Regiſters are to be allow'd Cuſtom, the 
in other Points, you will have this of Continuations (which is je 17 
the chief) to be determin'd upon other Reafons than thoſe * 
of Uſage and Cuſtom. Nay, you ſeem to think it an idle 
amuſement, to take our meaſures from thence ; as I did, in 
drawing a ſtate of that Queſtion, from the Schedule of Conti- 
nuat ion, the Prolocutor's Intimation, and the forms of Continuing 
as enter'd upon the Books of both Houſes. Theſe, and ſuch 
other Notices as our Records and Regiſters afford concern- 
ing the Practice of Convocation, were (in my Opinion) the 
only ſure Guides we had, in judging where the Right lay: 

But all this, you tell me (p. 4. c. 1.) is to trifle with the 
World, and to drop the main Queſtion of all, which u, whether or 
vo the Lower Clergy of thu Kingdom have à right to be call d to 
Cen vocation, and there to fit and repreſent their Grievances, But 
how the Right to be Call d, and to Sit, and to Repreſent Grie- 
vances, come to be Queſtions, while the Convocation was 
not only CalFd, but actually Sitting, and even when the 
Lower Clergy were framing their Grievances in order to pre- 
ſent them to the Upper-houſe ; is to me very unaccountable, 
_ eſpecially when it is made the main Queſtion ; and not only 
fo, but a Conſideration that muſt take place, whatever be 
the Practice or Language of former times. Their fitting and 
acting was fo far, in my opinion, from being a part of the 
_ Queſtion ; that the Queſtion it ſelf rather ſuppoſes them: 
till they be Call d at leaſt, there can be no place for Continus 
In two places of your Expedient, you expreſs an Appre- The Sugge- 
henſion, that the Clergy would not be ſuffer'd to Meet and /tion that 
Af according to the laſt Summons. You ſuppoſe, p. 19. c. 1. % Conte, 


that I may be order d to anſwer, that the Lower Clergy muſt 9 
ſolve to give up the point of Adjournments, or maſt never expect ferd to 
to meet any more: And, p. 23. c. 2. How if the Archbiſhop ſhall meet, 
be advi d, nc: to let the Clergy frame themſelves into a Body, by kroundleſ. 
the choice of at locutor? But theſe, you ſee, are groundlefJea- 
| louſies, like many others that have been rais d and propagated 
to the prejudice of his Grace and the Biſhops: and there- 
fore all you ſay upon that Suppoſition, is effeQually anſwer'd 
by the regular Opening and Acting of the preſent Convoca- 
tion, Which (by the way) may ſerve for a anne Ft. Jo | 
ho | et- 


[5 ] 


Clergy not to liſten to theſe malicious Suggeſtions againſt 
our Metropolitan and his Suffragans ; but to repoſe ſuch a Con- 
fidence in them, as their known Piety, Integrity, and Affection 
to our Eſt abliſhment in Church and State, do deſerve, 
The neceſi- For in all Government, whether Eccliſiaſtical or Civil, a 
ty of repo- Truſt and Confidence mult be lodg'd fomewhere: that is, 
ling a Huſt there muſt be one or more perſons veſted with ſuch degrees 


ſomewhere, 


7" 411 G Of Power, as ſhall appear neceſſary to the regular admini- 

vernments, ſt tation of Government; and this, upon a probable preſumption 

that ſuch Power will be duly applied to the benefit of the 

Community. Nor is the P.ſibiluy of its being abus'd, or the 

miſchiets that may enſue upos that Polithiliry, ever thought 

a ſufficient reaſon againſt Lodging or Entruſting᷑ ſuch a Power; 

and much lefs againſt continuing it, till the abuſe, and the 

effects of it, evidently appear. In which Caſe, it is and al. 

ways will be the immediate Care of the Legiſlature to reſtrain 

it; and till that interpoſe, the Power remains a legal Rig bt. 

Nor was it ever argued in any Caſe before, that a Power 

and Authority belongs not to this or that perſon, becauſe there 

is a Poſſibility of his abuſing it. If that were a good Argu- 

ment, no Power could be any where veſted, nor by conſe. 

. quence any Government regularly adminiſter'd. 

The ſugge- And yet this Argument, in your account, has force enough 

/lions of to bear down the Authority of the Regiſters: and I am 

ks charg d with trifling for having laid greater ſtreſs upon Them, 

4rchbiſhop's than upon thele Poſibilities of Inconveniencies from a Right of 

power of Continuing veſted in the Archbiſhop. For tho'you ſpeak of 

Continuing, them in ſuch a manner, as if by lodging that Power in the 

 erandleſs. hands of the Metropolitan, the Being of an Engliſh Convo- 

cation were directly at ſtake, at leaſt evidently endangered; 

yet your meaning inearnelt can only be, that hereafter there 

may poſſibly ariſe ſuch a Metropolitan, as this Church has not 

known from its firſt Eſtabliſhment : One, who ſhall reſolve 

to govern by Arbitrary methods, and be bent upon ruining. 

the Rights of the Inferiour Clergy, and defeating all the good 

Laws that are or ſhall be made tor the ſecurity o our Church 
and Religion: And ſhall not only opp: cls the Clergy, but al- 

ſo deprive them of the regular methods of Redreſs, by exer- 

ting his Authority of Continuing the Convocation, as oft as 
it ſhall be Summon'd together with the Parliament. wc 

SOOT. fo 


_ 

Theſe are at beſt but Poſſib:/;ties; and the more remote 
ones, becauſe in ſo many hundred Years, we have heard of 
no Metropolitan of a diſpoſition to cet his Authority in 
this manner to the prejudice of the Clergy. There is 
therefore no ground for theſe Jealouſies and Suppoſitions 
from the behaviour of any Metropolitan hitherto ; and if 
one ſhould hereafter happen to forſake the Example of 
all his Predeceſſots, the Prince (in this particular matter) 
has a Right in Law, to Require the Opering and Sitting and 
Acting of the Convocation, upon ſuch buſineſs and for ſuch 


- purpoſes as he ſhall judge neceſſary. Nor will this be the 


only Reſtraint; but the Legiſlative Body will be a con- 
ſtant Check upon bim, whenever the Church and Clergy 
appear to be in danger from ſuch Attempts, and when by 
conſequence there is a neceſſity of their Interpoſing. But 
till they do Interpoſe, no alteration is made in any Legal 
Title of that kind; and it is time enough to think of a 


change in our Conſtitution, when any ſuch Danger, or even 


a probability of it, appears. A conſideration, that ſhould 


have the greater weight with thoſe who have fixt an inſepa- 
rable Union, in point of time, between cur Civil and 
Eccleſiaſtical Meetings, and thereby taken care that a Par- 
liament be always in readineſs, upon any juſt apprehen- 


ſions of miſchief, to protect its Attendant, according to 


the modern Phraſe. The Danger alſo ſhould be ſtill the 
"leſs, in tbeir account, who plead for the Conſent of the 


Suffragan Biſhops as neceſſary in all his Grace's Continuati- 
ons; becauſe upon that Suppoſition, tis out of the Metro- 


politan's Power to act irregularly ; nor can any Abule hap- 
pen in this matter, without the Concurrence of a majority at 


leaſt of the Suffragan Bilhops. 8 

Be pleas d now to obſerve what it is that you ſo earneſtly 
cContend for: That a Metropolitan, acting with the conſent of 
his Biſhops, is not fit to be truſted, as Metropolitans ever have 


been, with the determination of time, in his Synod; That 


under an Engliſh Metropolitan particularly, we are not ſafe 
with the additional Reſtraints from the Prince and the 
"Legiſlative Body of the Nation; Or, however all former 
_ Metropolitans with their Biſhops, have employ'd this 
their Power in the protection of the Clergy and the Preſer- 
vation of the Churche's Rights yet the preſent 922 
0 GSover- 
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| bouſe, cred Synod and an Epiſcopal Church, For I take Impartiality to 
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Governouts of our Church muſt not be thought worthy of 
the lame Truſt and Confidence. 

Je 77 This is the Reſult of cur Reaſonings upon what you call 

2 15. " the main queſtion of all. But had you begun where the main 

!ays in the Queſtion really lays, Whether the, Power of Continuing 

Acts of for- th;eCovocation have not been ever exercis'd by theMetropo- 

mer CnU=ljtan, without any Conſent from the Clergy ; the deciſion of 

, this would have ſuperſeded your elaborate Scheme of Dan- 

ger and Miſchief ; which concludes equally againſt all Truſts 

whatſoever, and has fo often been urg'd by the men of Re- 

publican Principles againſt Monarchy it ſelf, For if upon 

a diligent Enquiry into the Uſage of former times, ycu 

could have made it appear, that by the practice of Convo- 

cation the two Houſes have a right to Adjourn themſelves 

Separately, this had been a Subſtantial Reaſen againſt the 

Claim of our Metropolitan and Biſhops, and there had 

been no need to dreſs up a Scene of frightful Conſequences 

to ſhow that they ought to be diveſted of it. But if on 

the other hand, it be clear that in fa& the Lower Clergy 

have been always Included in the Continuations made and 

pronounc'd in the Upper-houſe, and that no complaints 

were ever brought againſt that Authority cf the Metropo- 

| lican and Biſhops, either as not of right belonging to them 

in virtue of their Character, or as taken from them by the 

Conſtitution of this National Church, or, laſtly, as any 

way prejudicial to the Inferiour Clergy : If (I fay) all theſe 

appear upon examining the practice of former times, can 

you expect that your Suggeſtions about future Conſequences 

will be regarded, againſt the Authority of ſo many hundred 

Years, ſhewing this Power and the exerciſe of it to be not 

only innocent, but an approv'd Means of preferving Order 

and Unity in our Synods, and of keeping up the Primitive 

_ diſtinRtion between Biſhops and their Presbyters in point of 

Government and Authority. 1 1 ne 


ie ie Aſter you had taken ſo much pains, to poſſeſs your Reader 
chiefs © with an Opinion of danger from this Power in the Metro- 


of a ſepa- politan excluſive of the Lower- houſe, it would have be- 
7 ':- come the Writer of an Expedient, to ask himſelf, whether a 


ine in the Separate Power in the Lower- houſe would not be a much 


Lower- more direct and evident breach in the conſtitution of a Sa- 


be 


Ur 


be the firft qunalification, in one who interpoſes between 


two contending Parties, with a Promiſe to examine both 


ſides and to do juſtice to each. But you have been fo far from 


anſwering this Character, that from beginning to end you 
ſhew your ſelf a profeſs'd Advocate for the Lower-houſe; 
aſſerting their Innocence in every particular, and caſting ail 
the blame both of the Riſe and Progreſs of theſ: Differences, 
upon my Lords the Biſhops. In all Other points, both their 
Lordſhips and thoſe of the Lower houſe, have juſtice done 


them by the late Author of the Hiſtory of the Proceedings of 


| the Upper-houſs ; who has particularly laid open the Conceal- 


ments, Miſrepreſentations, and Artificial Glofſes of the Narrative. 


The only point that comes in my way, is this of Continuarions; 


a Separate Power whereof in the Lower-houſe is attended 
wich many and great Miſchiets, and thoſe obvious enough, 
if your only buſineſs had not been to make every thing fair 
and plauſible on that ſide. . ES 


For is it not plain, that the immediate Conſequence of ſuch 


It efteQs 


ſeparate Continuations, is the Diviſiow of the facred Synod ? 4 Dir/ion 


which Diviſion is recorded, and tranſmitted to pottericy, 
in the Journals of the laſt Lower-houſe, where the number 
of Synodical Seſſions exceeds thoſe of the Upper. Is 

it a decent thing in an Epiſcopal Church, and a Synod con- 
ſiſting of a Metropolitan, Biſhops, and Presbyters, to ſee 
the Presbyters meeting and acting in a Synodical way with- 


between the 
Biſhops and 


Clergy. 


out their Metropolitan and Biſhops ? If they meet by the 
permiſſion or command of their Eccleſiaſtical! Superiors, not in 


a Synodical manner but for the preparation of buſineſs; the 


Authority by which they do it, takes off the appearance of 

a Separation; but when they pretend to meet and act in that 

ſeparate manner, Synodically and by an Inherent Power, i. e. 

in virtue of their own Act of Adjournment ; what name. 
can we give this but an Aſſembly of Presbyrers ? Add to 

_ theſe, that the Suppoſition of a right to meet Synodically at 

their own pleaſure, implies a Coercive Power over their own _ 
Members in point of attendance? : For (according to the 


Acts of the Lower-houſe, the laſt Convocation) every Ad- 


journment to fuch Intermediate Seſſions is immediately fol- 
low'd by an Admonition from the Prolocutor to the Mem- 
bers, to attend at the Day appointed by the Houſe; and 
this not only without but againſt the command of the Arch- 

Gs 1 e 
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Biſkop and Biſhops. And I know not how an Aſſem bly of 
Presbyters could go higher in this point, upon the foot of an 
Independant Authority they aſſume. _ 
It habe Nor does this Principle only effect a Separation of Biſhops 
manres * . 3 | . 
way for and Clergy (the conſtituent parts of an Engliſh Synod) but 
Diviſions alſo of the Clergy themſelves. For let us ſuppoſe (as it 
among the hapn'd the laſt Convocation) that a number of the Lower- 
2585 ne,, houſe ſhall refuſe to give their Attendance according to the 
den Adjourment of the Majority andthe Prolocutors Admoni- 
tion in purſuance thereof; neither the Houſe nor the 
Prolocutor have a Right in Law, Temporal or Eccleſiaſt ical, 
to Oblige them to it. The eſſect whereof, is a S-ſion, un- 
der the nameof a Synodical meeting, proteſted againſt by 
the Arch-biſhop, Biſhop, and any number of the Inferi- 
our Clergy under the Majority: And, which is yet worſe, 
no Proviſion made by the Laws, either of Church or State, 
to reunite even the Clergy themſelves. The Arch-biſhop,who 
Summons the Clergy, has alſo a Right to enforce their Atten. 
dance according to theContinuations that ſhall be made in the 
Upper-Houſe; which is a Coberent Scheme of Government, 
and will perpetually ſecure the Unity of the Synod. The 
Presbyterian Aſſemblies alſo are at leaſt thus far Regular, that the 
Aſſembly which Adjourm, is ſuppoſed by them to have a Po.] ⅛- 
er of proceeding to Cenſures in cale of non-Attendance. 
But the preſent Claim of ſeparate Adjournments made by 
Epiſcopal Divines under the perſwaſion of a want of Power 
to enforce Attendance, is (in my Apprehenſion) a very Incon- 
ſiſtent Scheme, and has a direct tendency to perpetual Diſtra- 
ctions and Diviſions, both between the Biſhops and their Cler- 
gy, and among the Clergy themſelves. 
Thus far J have gone along with you upon the foundation 
of Reaſon ; and may ( I think) refer it to any unpreju- 
diced man, whether it be not in all reſpects more ſafe and 
regular, to lodge the Power of Continuing the Synod in 
the Metropolitan at the head of his Suffragan Biſhops ; than 
by placing a ſeparate Power in the Lower-houſe, to create 
an immediate ſeparation of the Synod, and run a viſible 
hazard of perpetual Diviſions among the Clergy, without 
any Remedy in Law whereby to reunite them, 1 


Lou 
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You ſay, (5. 15. c. 2.) that you have Precedents for mect- Intenme— 
ing on Intermediate Days, and threaten to cer: that Power, diate mect- 
except the Upper-houle will ſubmit to your mechod of Con- %“ ber 
tinuing. But is it a fair part in You, to leave your Reader p- 
to imagin that ſuch meetings as a Houſe are warran ed by a Hie of 
Number of unexceptionable Precedents, when you know in your firmer Corr 
conſcience that no more than two can Le faiily pretendeg, *9##s; 


and that the Invalidity of theſe two has been ſhown at large. 
The fr/#, that of May 9. 1640. (as you very well know) 
hapned at a time when neither Biſhops nor Clergy were fure 
of their being a Legal Convocation; and will equally juſtitie 


the Clergy's adjourning to a day beyond the Appointment of 


the Upper-houle 3 which yet is a Principle difown'd by the 
Adwocates for Intermediate Seſſions. When we /ccond Ad- 


journment of this kind hapned, the Archbiſhop was in Cu- 
ſtody, and the Biſhops (juſtly apprehenſive of danger amidlt_ 


the popular prejudices of thoſe times againſt their Order) 
could not think it ſafe to come together, nor had they mec 
in Convocation ſome Weeks before. Thele, together with 


the want of Authority in the Minutes, and ſome other Ex- Right of the 
ceptions, have been urg'd ſo largely already, that I am Archliſbop, 
aſham'd to ſee one (who could not but know all this) in- p. 95, & 


ſiſting upon them without any attempt to remove the Ob- 


jections, and alſo referring to theſe two in ſuch general 
terms as may lead the Reader into a Pelief of many 
more. " 1 

There is another Objection (and that a very material one) 


equally concluding againſt theſe two Precedents, wiz. that 
no Buſineſs appears to have been done on either of the Days 
to which the Adjournments were made ; whea yet the Pre- 


paration of Buſineſs is the only pretence upon which the Claim 
of Intermediate Days is advanc'd. If chere fore men were /c- 
ri0s in their Enquiries about the Uſage of former Times, in 


order to make it a Rule to their preſent practice; they 


would conſider how the Seſſions of the Lower-houſe have 


ſtood with regard to thoſe of the Upper, at times when 
Buſineſs of moment was depending in Convocation : Becauſe 


| then, we may ſuppoſe, the Clergy would have exerted this 
Power, if they had thought themſelves poſleſs'd of it. 


Now, | 


3 — — , 
K 7 rs 
2 


I 4 _ 
e ” 


r 2 
TE ENS rene, 


l 
1} 
ll 
* | 


S * n hp INT 
_— CS wo ů »—*¾è³ 


— — 
— reno 
— ——— - 
_ 
r — I 


re 


. * 
1 


— . 


— 


— — 


Pad __ 
8 — 
— 2 2 2 

2 * 


- - 
W 


— TG — — - 
— uU — — 
4 
= 


. CLIO yrs OR. AR" 


PETE 
Allthecon- Now, this Notice is not to be had, but from concurrent 
current Journals of the two Houſes : the firſt of which are in the 
Jnr 4 Yeats 1585 and 1588, when we have no more than Ex- 
proifagainſt tracks out of the Regilters of the Upper houſe; but all the 
diate meet- Seſſions that are expreſsd (above Twenty in number) concur 
ings. exactly with thoſe of the Lower-houſe, without any appea- 
rance of Intermediate Meetings. 

The next concurrent Books that remain, are thoſe in the 
two Convocations of 1640, the Minutes whereof expreſs 
the Days of ſeveral of the Seſſions, and they all appear to 
anſwer the Continuations of the Upper-houfe, except on- 

ly the two we juſt now mention'd, which are ſo fully and 
particularly accounted for elſewhere. 

The Regi- The Compilers of the late Narrative (p. 37.) ſpeaking 

= of _ of the two Inſtances in 1640, add, We may fairly preſume, we 

| 1 pp might have found more in other Convocations, if the Books of both 

lately diſco- Houſes had been extant to have been compar d. Two Inſtances, 

ver d, a full ſo exceptionable and under ſuch ſingular circumſtances, could 


prof againſt he no fair ground for ſuch a preſumption : but if Interme- 


diate diate Meetings were any where to be expected, no time fo 


Meetings, likely as in the Convocation which begun May the 8th, 1661. 
the firſt after the Reſtauration: for in that the whole Com- 
mon- Prayer was Revis'd, ſeveral Prayers and Services added, 
many Canons and Conſtitutions compil'd, and other Matters of 
great Importance tranſacted. In all this work, the Clergy, 
under the direction of the Archbiſhop and Biſhops, had their 
conſtant Share, as appears diſtinctly from the Original Re- 
giſter of the Upper-houſe (from May 8. 1661. to Sept. 19. 
1666.) which has been all along thought to be loſt, but by 
great i-rovidence was lately retriev d. VV 

The Conſtant Stile of Continuations in this Regiſter is 

the fame with that of 1640. — Dominus &c. de & cum 
Conſenſu Confratrum ſuorum, Continuavit & Prorogavit hujuſ- 
modi Convocationem five ſacram Synodum Provincialem, The 
Book contains above 140 Seſſions; and all that while the 
Seſſions of the Lower-houte are diſtinctiy ſet down in 
Mr. Mundy's Minutes. I have made an exact compariſon 
of them, and find not the leaſt footſtep of an Interme- 
diate Meeting: though both the nature and the lengtb of 
the buſineſs before them, would have prompted them at that 
time, more than any other, to hold Intermediate Seflions, 

| FEES had 


Se. 5k 


had they dreamt of ſuch an Isherent Power of Adjourning as 
lome of their Succeſſors have lately taken up. *Tis true, che 
particular Regiſter I am now ſpeaking of, was till very late- 
ly thought to be conſum'd among the 1eſt, and fo could 
be no Objection with them againſt their entring that 
Claim: But ſince by the Good Providence of God it has 
been preſetv'd, and is now fo ſeaſonably diſcover'd, I hope 
the Evidence it brings againſt this new Separation of the 
Synod by Intermediate Days, will not bs refilted. 
The Book is the very Original Regiſter, and is depoſited 
in the Library at Lambeth, to be freely view'd by any per- 
ſon who has the Curioſity to inſpect or perule it. 8 


THE only Point wherein you ſeem to regard the Practice This Auth. 


of Convocation, is that of the Schedule , the account where accurate 
of you have ſuited well enough to the preſent meaſures in poi 
the Lower-houlz. but have in many particulars departed Schedule 
from Hiſtory and Faff, 8 
Upon this head, you charge me very unjuſtly with two 
things; Firſt, That the conſtant rtran/miſſion of the Schedule 
to the Lower-houſe, is a thing 1 take for granted, without 
offering the leaſt proof of it. Secondly, That in aſſerting 
his Grace's Right to Continue the Lower Clergy, I lay the 
main ſtreß upon this tranſmiſſion of the Schedule. 
I, Since the practice of Continuing by a Schedule is own'd 
of all hands, and the cuſtom of tranſmitting it was in poſſeſſion; 
this alone might have been reaſon enough to proceed upon 
a Suppoſition thereof: eſpecially, after the compilers of their 
Narrative, declining to produce any Reaſons againſt it, con- 
tented themſelves with this general Doubt, (p. 26.) Whe⸗ 
ther hs Grace tranſmitting ſuch a Schedule be of ancient uſe ? 
Whereas, tis evident enough, that the Cuſtom of tranſmit- 
ting (as I aid) being in peſſeſion, it lay upon Them to prove 
it an I»-0Vation ; and till ſuch Proof was offer'd, He had a 
Right to reckon the Poſſeſſion Legal and Valid. With me, 
I confeſs, the very name and manner of a Schedule, as diſtinct Schedule, 
from the Regs/ter of Convocation, was an argument that it but tobe 
muſt be originally intended to be ſent to ſome other Place, ſent dow. 
as a teſtimony of what had pals'd in the Upper houſe. 


For 
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[14 | 
| For tis certain, that as the form of Continuation runs in 
1 bdbdbue name of the Archbiſhop, (Nos, & c. Continueamus, Kc.) 
| | j ſoit is his Grace's Reading of the Form that effectually Con- 

| 
| 


tinues, Witneſs the expreſſion of all the Upper-houie-books 
immediately after the Act of Continuation, Prout in Scbeduld 
i per eum Lectà pleniili continetur. Now this Reading might be 
"ni as well from a Form in the Regiſter it ſelf, it the 4& and the 
 B Authority thereof extended no farther than the Place wherein 
| | 8 his Grace pronounces it: And ſo it is in the Province of 
3 Vert, where the Clergy are uſually preſent at the Continua- 
=. -: tions of the Archbiſhop ; and therefore they don't uſe Sepa- 
i! rate Schedules, but the form is enter'd in the Regiſter, and 
—_ from thence his Grace or his Commiſlary reads it 
1 + Reaſons gi. 2. The Poſſeſſion, with this additional reaſon from the 
20 den in the nature of the thing, had ſufficiently juſtifted my Suppoſiti- 
= right o! on of it, till proofs of the contrary were offer d: But yet 1 
C || biſpop, C yc. was ſo far from taking the Tranſmiſſion for granted (as you 
$I! for the falſly charge me) that I ſeldom lay any ſtreſs upon the 


wr Schedule, without adding the Circumſtances of /iguing and 
of the Sche- | 


ule atteſting, as Evidences:of its being intended to go down to 


1 the Lower-houſe. You mention theſe (p. 11. c. 2.) as ne · 
1 ceſſary to make it an Authentick Act; which is true as applied 
_- _—_ to the Reading, whereby alone the Continuation is effected, and 
33 by the atteftation of the Notary becomes an Authentick Act. 
17 | But the ning by his Grace, is not at all neceſſary to make 
1 this AR Aatbentick there; and therefore the Form of Conti- 
nuations (as I am aſſur'd) is not ſign d by the Archbiſhop of £ 
Vr: it is barely raad, and that reading atteſted, and both 
entered in the Bodyoot the Regiſter. 
Tbe Intima- Before you charg'd me with reaſoning precariouſiy upon 
tion verbo this tranſmi/hon of the Schedule; you might have remem- 
5 gement of ber d an expteſſion in the Journal of 1588, upon which I 
the Conti- particularly inſiſt for that very purpoſe. Seſſ. 21, the Inti- 
nuing ordi- mation is thus exprels d, Dominus Prolocutor verbo tenus inti- 
* 4. om navit bujuſmodi Convocationem eſſe Continuatam juxta Decre- 
| tute. tum Domini Archiepiſcopi Cant. From whence I argue, 5.78. 
that this ſpecial Notice of an Intimation verbo tenas as a thing 
fingular and extraordinary, muſt imply the ordinary way of 
Intimating to be from a written Paper. You ſeem to have 
been aware of this Objection, and to obviate it, by ſay ing, 
(. 10. c. 2.) It & not to be doubted, but that the Prolocutor hath 
ow: ahvays 
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al ways adjourn'd in lite manner in Scriptis ( as in the regular 
way of all Bodies that Att in conjunction, where what one does 1 
in the name of the reſt) unleſs by an accident or out of baſte; and 
then it's recorded that he adjourn'd verbotenus. You agree with 
me, that the words verbo tens mult ſtand there in oppoſi- 

tion to a written form; and did you (I pray) ever bes or 
hear of any ritten Paper (diſt inct from the Schedule, and 
peculiar to the Lower-houſe) out of which the Prolocutor 
intimated ? The Books and Inſtruments of the Lower:- 
houſe, as well as of the Upper, are conſtantly depoſited in 
the Regiſtry of the See of Canterbury : and therein we find 
_ expreſs reference to the Schedule in the Upper-houſe-books, 
and the Scbedules themſelves lodg'd in the ſame place. Be 
leas'd therefore to ſhow either the leaſt reference to it in any 
— or the leaſt remain of any ſuch Paper in that Office 
or any other Place; and we will allow, that the words 
verbo ten, in 1588, have no neceſſary Reference to the 
uſual Intimation from the Archbiſhop's Schedule. But as 
you your ſelf acknowledge in eee that the expreſſion 
muſt be oppos'd to a written Paper; ſo you muſt not expect 
that we can depart from ſo fair a proof of the uſual way of 
Intimation from the Schedule, till you produce ſome better 
teſtimony than your own bare aſſertion, of ſuch a ritten 
Paper peculiar to the Lower-houſe. You blame me very 
unjuſtly, for arguing from the tranſmiſſion of the Schedule; 
_tho' it is the known cuſtom now, and I had given you my 
reaſons why I conceiv'd it always had been fo : But have 
not I much more cauſe to complain of you, for err 
to avoid the force of ſo plain an Argument, by the Suppoſi- 
tion of acting by a formal Inſtrument, which is neither in uſe 
at preſent, nor known by Memory, Record, or any the leaſt Re- 
main of it, to have been ever us'd in Convocation. You in- 
troduce it in ſuch a manner, as if it had been an undoubted 
Practice in the Lower-houſe, i 2 not to be doubted, but that 
the Prolocutor bath always adjourn'd in like manner in Scriptis: 
For the ſake of this Inſtance, I ſhall always ſet a mark upon 
any Aſſertion uſher'd in with Aſſurance, when it comes 
from ſome hands. You ſay, Tbæ # the regular way of all 
Bodies that act in conjunition, where what one does is in the name 
of the reft: But this is a plain begging of the Queſtion. 
The point, upon which the — to be _ 
85 tion'd. 
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don d, is, Whether the Lower- houſe be adjourn'd by the 


[16] 


Archbiſh-p's Act, or an Act of their own? We plead the 


Prolocutor's Intimation from the Archbiſhop's Schedule. 


No, (ſay you) it was from a written Form peculiar to the 


Lower-houſe ; and 1 ou gire-the reaſon, becauſe that & the 


regular way whcire what one does ws. in the name of the reſt ; 


when his doing this, in the name of the reſt, or in virtue of 
the Aichviſhop's Authority, is the only matter in Contro- 


verſie. And fo (in your way of rezfoning) the Prolocutor 


© The lend- 


ing down . 


the Sche- 


dule, not oc- 
ca ſion d by 
the Com. 
miſſary's 


down tit 
1789. 


Intimates the Act of the Houſe, becauſe 'tis the Act of the 


Houle that he Intimates. 


This is the way by which you invalidate our Evidence 


for the Antiquity of ſending down the Schedule: and your 
own Proof of its being an Innovation, is almoſt as unaccoun- 
table. In 1689, Sefl. 1, the Convocation was Continu'd 


from the Chapter- houſe of St. Paul's to Henry the Seventh's 
Chapel at Weſtminſter, and ſo to the ſame Place for the four 
following Seſſions. Seſl. 6. after the Secretary of State 
had brought in the Royal Licence, the Preſident and Biſhops 


retii'd to Feruſalem Chamber, but without a formal Continua- 
tion to that place. At the concluſion of the Seſſion, the 
Biſhop of Rochefer, as Commillary, ad Capellam Regs H. vii 
redivit, & in preſentia mei Thomæ Ty llott | the Regiſter of 


the Upper houſe] Notarii publici praſentem ſacram Synodum 
ſive Convccationem continuavit & prorogavit in ſtatu quo nunc eff 


uſque ad & in diem, & c. ad & in Cameram ſuperiorem commu- 
niſler vocat. Feruſalem Chamber, &c. Here, 1. The plain 


reaſon of the Biſhop of Rechefter's coming down to Henry the 


Seventh's Chapel, was becauſe in vertue of the laſt Conti- 
Npation, it remain'd the Locus Synodi, 2. The end of his 


coming down, was not to Intimate the Continuation to the 


Lower-houſe, (for no Continuation was- made that day in 


the Jeruſalem Cham ber) but to Continue the (Convocation in 

form, in Loco Synodi, wheie.ic ought to be Continu'd. And 
accordingly, he came down, not only in virtue of a Special 

Commiſſion,. but alſo attended by the Regiſter of the Upper 


Houſe, whoſe. Place the Chapel properly was till that Con- 


tinuat ion had remov'd them to another. 3. Feruſalem Cham- 
ber beg thus made the Lacas Synodi, and Henry the Seventh's 


Chapel become the place of debate for the Lower-houſe, the 
AR of Continuation in the following Seflions was pronoune'd 


where 


E 
where the Upper - houſe ſate, and the Schedule immediately 


ſent down to be intimated by the Prolocutor to the Inferior 
Clergy. 


All therefore you ſay concerning the Convocation's look- Hetir, 7 
ing upon Henry the Seventh's Chapel to be the Locus Synodi, Chapel o 


any otherwiſe than in virtus of a direct Continuation thi. efwiſe 


ther; is an utter miſtake. When they were adjourn'd to 


tbe Locus 
Synodi 


Lambeth, and in 1529, when they remov'd ſo frequently than i a 
from Paul's to Weſtminſter, and from Weſtminſter to Paul's; Continua- 


the Place to which they were Continu'd was always under- 
ſtood to be the Locus Synod; for that Seſſion: and ſo far were 
the Preſident and Biſhops in 1689. from forgetting this, or 
taking Henry the Seventh's Chapel to be the etabliſh'd Place 


tion x 


made to t. 


of the Synod, where the Act of Continuation muſt neceſſarily 
be declar'd; that we (ee they ren nicely in that matter, 
d 


according to the tenor of theit 
we are now ſpeaking of, when the Biſhop of Rocheſter came 


journments. The Seflion 


down, was by an expreſs Adjournment to that Chapel; and 


it therefore remain'd the Place, till an Adjournment as expres 
remov'd them from thence to the Jerulalem Chamber. Which 
thereby becoming the Locus Synodi, their Lordihips did not on- 
ly meet and act there, but there alſo the Preſident pronounc'd 
the Continuations in Form, without any regard to the Chape! 
of Henry the Seventh, otherwiſe than in a 'Tranſmillion of the 


Schedule to the Inferior Clergy there, to fignitie his Act of 


Continuation Above. : 
Nou, ſince their Lordſhips fo evidently took their mea- 


ſures about the proper Place of the Synod from the antecedent 


_ Continuations, and particularly did no otherwiſe regard 
King Henry the Seventh's Chapel than as determin'd by a 
Special Act to be the Place of that Seſſion; how could you 
form a Scheme upon a ſuppos'd popular Mi{ake at that time, 


that wherever they ſit, and whitherſoever they adjourn'd, 
that Chapel did yet remain the Locus Synodi? Again, how 
could you make the Eiſhop of Rocbeſters coming down to 


Pronounce the Continuation there in the proper Place, the oc- 
caſion of their going on to ſend down the Schedule, when 


'ewas evident they did not repute it the proper place. For (as 
LI obſerv'd before) the 4d of Continuation was Þ: onounc'd 
and Atteſted Above; and the Preſident, conlidering the 


Chapel purely as the Place of Debate allign'd to the Lower- 


C2 


hauſe, 


[ 18 } : 
houſe, ſent down the Schedule as an Authentick Notice o 
that Act. If indeed the Preſident, after their Lordſhips were 
remov'd to another Place by a formal Adjournment, had not 
pronounc'd the Subſequent Adjournments in that Place, but 
continu'd to ſend down his Commiſſary to the Chapel to 
pronounce them there; this had been a good preſumption 
of a common opinion at that time, that it was the Eſtabliſhe 
place of the Synod, whenever the Convocation met at Weſt- 
miſter. But you ſee, all the Circumſtances ſhow the con- 
trary 3 and may therefore convince you, that the tranſmiſ- 
ſion of the Schedule for Intimetion only, after it was the Place 
of the Lower-houſe, could not take irs Riſe from a formal 
Execution of the Schedule by the Commiſſary, while it con- 
 _____ tinu'd the proper Place of the Preſident and Biſhops. | 
| The ſilmce You obſerve, that no AR appears in the Lower-houſe- 
of Journals, Journal 1689, of the publiſhing this Schedule. You don't 
no proper ar- mean (I ſuppoſe) that which was publiſht in form by the 
a Commiſſaty; ( for then the Upper-houſe Regiſter came 
_ =* down with him, and made a formal Entry thereof in their 
own Book:) but you refer to thoſe other times, when the 
Schedule was ſent down. From whence I argue, that if no 
Notice be taken in theſe Acts, of the tranſmi//ton of a Sche- 
dule, when yet we are ſure it was in fact tranſmitted, and 
the Intimation given from thence ; tis unreaſonable in you, 
to call for a direct mention of its coming down, in the Journals 
of Convocation. From its not being enter d, at a time when 
you your ſelf acknowledge the practice of ſending it down, 
the moſt natural Inference had been, that this tranſmiſſion, 
tho? conſtantly practis'd, has yet as a thing of courſe never 
made any part of the Journals of the Lower Clergy ; to 
whom the Prolocutor's Intimation (however the Command be 
comvey'd to him) is the proper and immediate Notice of his 
i  - : „0 
The main 2. Next to this falſe Charge, of my reaſoning upon the 
85 1 bis tranſmiſſion of the Schedule, without any Evidence thereof; 
Right % you miſrepreſent me further, when you ſay, that in arguing 
Continue, for the Archbiſhop's Right to Continue the Lower-houſe,I lay 
never laid the main ſtreſs there, and build upon it the moſt of any thing : 
on Penn You know, the method I propos d, was an Hiſtorical Ac- 
115 Sche. count of the Ad of Continuing the Convocation, and of the 
dule. fleps therein from the publication in the 3 the 
iniimanes 
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| Iptimation and Entry of it in the Lower. And by this time 


you may be ſenſible (as you might have been before) that I 
wanted not good reaſons for making the tranſmiſion one of 
theſe ſteps, and a circumſtance confirming the Concern the 
Lower-houſe had in it. But whoever looks into my Book, 


will ſee that this was but occaſionally mention'd ; and that the 


whole cauſe turns, 1. Upon the terms of the Schedule, whether 
thoſe Include the Inferior Clergy. 2. Upon the Prolocutor's 


Intimation ; Whether what he Intimates, be the AR of the 
Lower-houſe or bis Grace's Act Above. For let us ſuppoſe, 
much more than you contend for, that ic were certam the 
Schedule was never ſent down before 1689, yet if it appear, 


That the Inferior Clergy are comprehended in the terms of 
c the Schedule, That accordingly they are Continu'd by the 
« Ad in the Upper-houſe, and, That ic is this Act which 
4 the Prolocutor Intimares; If (IT ay) all theſe appear, it 


makes no difference, as to his Grace's Authority and the Ex. 
tent of it, whether the Prolocutor be requir'd to deliver this 


Notice to the Houle our of 4 Schedule ſent down, or in pur- 
ſuance of a direction from the Archbiſhop immediately de- 
liver'd to him. His Grace, no doubt, may convey to the 
Lower Clergy the Reſolutions of himſelf and his Suffragans, 
in any way that ſhall be an autbentick conveyance; and ſuch 


- undoubtedly muſt the Prolocator's be, who is choſen by the 


Clergy, and ſolemnly confirm'd by the Archbiſhop and his 
Brethren to be entruſted with repreſentations from both 


ſides, and ſo to maintain a mutual correſpondence between 


them. 50 . ; 5 
All Parties are agreed about the Neceſſity of ſome ſort of 

Notice, to what Day and Hour the Continuation in the. 

Upper-houſe is fixt ; nor is the Queſtion, about the mamer 


of Conveying this knowledge of the Act in the Upper houſe, 


but of the thing convey'd and to be intimated to the Lower. 


Is it, according to the Modern conſtruction, no more than 


a a bare Notice to what time the Upper-houſe have Adjourn'd 
| themſelves, without affecting the Inferior Clergy ? or, Is it the 
notice of an Act in the Upper-houſe, by which the ole 
Convocation is jointly Continu'd ? 


De Queſtion — 
© Theſe (as I ſaid) depend upon the true ſenſe of the Sche- e upon | 


uiule, and the Prolocutor's Iatimation. The Schedule, accor-; EE 
1. „ eee. x | OE | | 2 of the Sche 

ding to the explication of it at large in the Right of the Arch- dule, and In- 
FAS: | £45 biſhop, timation.. 


4 
if 
} 
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biſhop, &c. . 38, Cc. is an Act of his Grace by which he 
Continues hanc or h»juſmodi Convocationem five ſacram Sy- 
nodum Provincialem, or (in the Language of the moſt Early 
Schedules now remaining) preſenters ſacram Synodum ſive Con- 
vocat ionem Prælatorum & Cleri Cantuarienſis Provinciæ. Here 
it is, that the foundation of the Queltion lies: Are the Inferior 
| Clergy (as a part of the Convocation) comprehended in thele 
terms or not? I confeſs, if they don't comprehend them, I 
know not where to find Terms that will. You ſeem to be 
lenſible, that the force of the laſt Expreſſion, Convocatio Pra: 
latorum & Cleri Cant. Provincie, is not to be avoided, ſuppo- 
ſing it genuine; and it might therefore have been hop'd, that 
when you undertook to deny that the Lower Clergy are In. 
cluded, you would not have been fo reſerv'd in your Excepti- 
ons againſt this very material Clauſe : Probably (ſay you) for 
peculiar reaſons which may be aſſign d, the Convocatio Prelato- 
rum & Cleri 4 mention d, as thereby adjourn'd. Probably, you 
would have aſſign'd thoſe Peculiar Reaſons, if they had been at 
hand; rather than the Suggeſtion you add, that the exoreſ- 
non muſt belong to Parliamentary Adjournments, or to Times 
when there is 20 Lower-bouſe to Adjourn themſelves. I know 
not what you mean by Parliamentary Adjournments in Convo- 
cation, except they be his Grace's Prerogations upon the King's 
Writ: and the Expreſſion is fo far from being appropriated 
to ſuch, or to the Continuations while theie is no Lower- 
houſe, that there are (I aſſure you) numbers of Schedules 
upon both theſe Occaſions in the Regiſtiy at Doctors Commons, 
in the more general Form, bujuſmodi Con vocationem ſive Sacram 
Synodum Provincialem. From whence I argue, upon your 
_ Granting the Lower Clergy to be certainly Included on thoſe 
Occaſions, that in Convocation-language, and particularly 
in that of the Schedule, Conwocatio ſive ſacra Synodus Provin- 
ctals, does as effectually Include the Infe ior Clergy, as doth 
the Clauſe Con vocatio Prælatorum & Cleri Cant. Provinc. For 
_ otherwiſe the diſt inction you ſuppoſe in the uſe of theſe rwo 
Phraſes would have been more ſtrictly obſe v'd, and the ge- 
_ neral Phraſe Convocatio, &c. without the Addition of Prælato- 
rum & Cleri, could not have been ordinary in the Schedules of 
Continuation, at times when you your ſelf acknowledge that 
the Inferior Clergy were certainly Included in them. A re- 
mark, which 1 take to be a clear Reply to that new * 


F273 
of confining the Terms Convecati» fue ſacra Synodas Provin- 
cialzs, to the Upper-bouſe only; if further Confirmartinns were 
neceſſary, after ſo full a proof in the Right of the Archbiſhop,8&c. 
p 44, Cc. that in the language of Convocation they are 
conſfantly us'd to ſignifie the Biſhops and Cleryy, as the conſti- 
tuent members thereof. _ TOS 
Ir is agreed on all hands, that an Authentick Significati- 
on of this Act in the Uppec-houſe, hath b-en always gi- 
ven, or tranſmitted tothe Prolocutor, to be Intimated in the 
Lower: With reference to which, the Continuations in 
their two exact Journals of 1586. and 1588, are ordinarily - 1 
by Intimation ; as I obſerv'd before in the Right of the Arch- | 
Biſhop, &c. And becauſe you ( Exp. p. 18, c. 2.) have | 
thought fit to deny it; let this account from the Journals 1 


themſclve judge between Us. 


Zy Intimation expreſly 1586. (the fiſt meeting) Seſſ. 2. Intima- 
7. 8. The ſecond meeting, Seſl. 1. 2. 3. 4. F. 7. 9. 10. tion, the 
11. Anno 1588, Seſſ. 2. 3.4.5. 7. 8. 9. 11. 12. 13. 14. 15. ordinary 
16. 17. 2c. 21, By Signification (of the ſelf ſame import wet . 1 
with the Intwnations ) Anno 1586. (the ſecond meeting ) ce ij. = 


Seſl. 8. 12. Anno 1588, Sefl. 6. 18. 19, —— Thee, with ons in the. l 


the Cominuations by Dr. Awhbrey, February 17. and March Lower- 
22 1586, and the Departure of the Lower houſe Members fe. 


( Mar. 8. 1586.) upon hearing of the Continuation by 1 
the Commiſſaty, make up the 2hirty ſix Inſtances on the | 
' Arch- Biſhop's ſide, which I affirmed (Right cf the Arch — 
| Bifbop, p. 32) to. be in theſe two Journals of the Lower. | 
houſe. 8 a 8 i 


The Continuations in a different ſtyle, Continuavit quoad 
hanc domum, are even; all in 1586 (the firſt meeting) 
Seil 3. 4. Ff. 6. 9. 10. 17. 88 1 


Onder this View, I refer it to your ſelf, whether the 
Reproof you give me for ſaying that Continuing by Intima- 
7109 is the Ordinary ſtyle of thoſe two Journals, might not 

very well have been ſpared : As alſo, whether the ordinary 
Language of thoſe two (the only remaining Journals 
wherein the Forms are ſet down at length) ought not to be 
a Rule to the Prolocutor in declaring the Continuation to the 
Lower-honſe. FART bo CET bs : 

| | 0: 


E 
1 In the laſt Co vocation, as well as in ſome of the Books on 
_ - that fide, the Intimation was interpreted with reference to 
the Conſent or Agreement of the Lower-houſe, without 
1 any regard to the Ad of Continuation in the Upper. But 
Ci | now (I think) that Fancy is given up, and the Intimation 
37 acknowledg'd to have reference to his Grace's Act Above, 
0 The only Queſtion is about the Extent of the Intimation, 
114 whether it be, according to the modern Phraſe, That their 
FI I Lordſhips bave Adjourn'd themſelves to ſuch a Time, or, That 
the Arch-biſhop, as Preſident, has Continu'd the Convoca- 
tion. And this Latter ( I think ) isevident enough from the 
only Light we have, the Journals of 1586. and 1588. of 
which ' tis the ordinary Language in this Caſe, Prolocutor in- 
timavit banc, or bujuſmodi Conwocationem «fſe Continuatam, 
with the Addition of the Day and Hour ſpecity'd in the 
Continuation Above. For, 1. He intimates the thing done 
in the Upper · bouſe, viz. That the Conwocation is Continu'd ; 
and the term Convocatio in all the Regiſters conſtantly fig- 
niſies the Biſhops and Clergy, or, both Houſes. — 2. Though 
we ſuppoſe (without any ground or colour trom the Regiſters) 
that the term Convocatio were applicable ro either Houſe 
| ſeparately ; yet if the Prolocutor at that time had meant 
to Intimate the Continuation of the Upper- bauſe only, he 
would at leaſt have omitted the words hanc or bujuſmod: 
- ( which rather determines it to the Lower) and have ex- 
preſs d it in a more general way, Intimavi: Convocationem eſſe 
Continuatam. ES 3 
i _—_ Thus much of the Schedule, with the tranſmiſſion and int;- 
' Graces in- mation thereof, in Vindication of my former Ailertions upon 
ſiſting upon theſe Heads, and by way of Reply to your Exceptions againſt. 
a due Inti- them. It is clear to me, that theſe are Subſt antial Evidences 
| om the of the Arch-biſhop's Right to Continue the Lower-Clergy ; 
= *$:hedule, and that if his Grace once recede from them, there is no 
= Feence left againſt the Independence and the Coordinate Power 
of the Lower-houſe. The preſent Members may think 
themſelves bound to pay their attendance at his Grace's time; 
but if their Succeſſors ſhould be inclin'd to think otherwiſe, I 
know not what Right the Arch-biſhop can have to oblige 
them co Atcendance, alter it is once made a Principle, that 
they are not Included in his Grace's Continuation. If they 
be Adjourn'd purely by an Act of the Houſe, to wa in 
ä reaſon, 
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L 23 ] 
reaſon, can they be accountable for not obſerving the time of 
ſuch Adjournments, but to the Houſe ? 

You mult therefore excuſe me, If I don't anſwer your 
deſire, in offering to any of our Superiors ſuch Propoſals 
as I conceive immediately deſttuctive of their juſt Authority, 
and in the conſequence dangerous to Epiſcopacy it ſelf. For fo you 

ſee, in my Opinion, is that principal Branch of your Scheme 
upon this point of Continuations (Exp.p.17.) This method of 
ſending a Schedule ſhall continue to be the way of Intimation for 
the future tothe Lower houſe, AS to the day and hour to 
which the Apper-houle is adjourn'd, n che Prolocu- 
tor ſhall Intimate that | the Lower] Houſe, to be adjourn'd to the 
| ſame day and bour, the Clergy conſenting thereto, &c. 

—— T bus the Archbiſhops Schedule ſhall plainly. take place ſo 
far as to oblige the Lower-houſe to meet upon their Lordſhip's day ; 


but whether it be Authoritative or Declarative, is a Queſtion 


| there will be no need of Determining. This Expedient 
&c. does not contraditt the Autbority of the Preſident, ſince his 
Schedule is ſuppos d to be executed and obey d. I have given you 
my reaſons for thinking, that by your Scheme of Adjourn- 
ments the Schedule is wot duly executed, and that there is 
great reaſon why his Grace ſhould particularly inſiſt upon it, 
that it is Authoritative, and not Declarative only. 
The other branches of your Scheme, I take to be 
leſs material. The ff, for the due Calling and Opening a 
Convocation, is already an{wer'd. As to the ſecond and 
fourth, concerning the buſinels to be done in Henry the VII's 
Chapel, and the Lower . having a Houſe peculiar to 
themſelves; I know no buſineſs of Convocation properly be- 
| longing to that Chapel, otherwiſe, than as a formal Continus- 
tion thither makes it for that Seſſion the Locus Synodi, or 
zs his Grace ſhall Aſign it to the Inferior Clergy for their 
Place of Debate. That groundleſs Suggeſtion about Henry = 
the VIIs Chapel being the Locus Synod: more than any other 
Place that may be judg'd convenient, is brought in for no 
other end but to make it the firſt Occaſion of ſending down 
the Schedule. The Third, propoſing the appointment of a 
Committee of both Houſes to reviſe the Regiſt ers, &C. is 
( ( without doubt) the only true way to come to an Accomme- 
dation that ſhall be frm and lating. The Regiſters alone 
have a title to determin 155 Right of each ſide; nor can 
nnn any 


any Conceſſions, either by the Biſhops or Clergy, be other- 
wiſe binding to Poſterity, than as they ſhall appear to be 
warranted by antecedent Practice. The Fourth, concerning 
the Chapel of Henry the VII. as made the Locus Synodi, has 
been already conſider dq. The fifth declares, upon what 
terms the Lower-Clergy will ſubmit to Adjourn themſelves to 
the Archbiſhop's day, wiz. if bi Grace and their Lordſhip: 
ſhall pleaſe to keep to the accuſtom'd Terms of Adjournment of once 
or twice a Week or thereabouts. When there is occaſion to con- 
ſider this matter more particularly, it will appear a new 
thing to dire his Grace and the Biſhops (who are the Pro- 
per Judges of the buſineſs of Convocation) about the times 
of Meeting; and not the eftabliſhr Practice (as you 
would inſinuate) to meet once or twice a Week. The ſevent̃ zz. 
providing againſt the long unneceſſary Attendance of the Clergy, . 1 
when the Parliament happens to fit agreat while, ſuits ill with the 
Convocation's being an Attendant upon the Parliament, and 
the Parliament's having a Right to be attended by it, and 
much worſe with the honour done by the laſt Convocation 
to the Book which firſt advanc'd thoſe Principles; and that, 
by the very Perſons who are here making Proviſion a- - 
gainſt the Grievance and Burthen of a Parliamentary Atten- 
dance. | bs 8 
The Heads which I have thus ſlightly touch'd, fall not un- 
der our immediate conſideration, while the chief Points, thoſe 
concerning the Schedule and the Intimation, lay in the way. 
If you try once more to remove the Difficulties brought 
upon Your Scheme from Theſe and the Reaſon of the thing; 
let me beſeech you to offer your Opinion with ſuch temper 
and reſpect to our Superiors, as becomes one who is in earneſt 
labouring for Peace; at leaſt, to abſtain from thoſe groß and 
butter Reflections upon their Lordſhips and ſome of your 
Brethren of the Lower - houſe. You cannot but ſee, 
4 _ theſe are very improper Preparatives for an Accommo- 
ion. ; mo Ts 5 
The Part alſo which you had given Ae in this Affair, and 
« E Expectation that I ſhould faithfully diſcharge it, might 


; have reſtrain'd you from throwing out your Reflections, on me 

lo liberally at leaſt. You deſire me( p. 4.) to introduce your 

IExpedient with Advantage; p. 16. to repreſent it to the bp 
ä FD Ad: 


— — _ 
— 2 


. 
8 » p. 19. you put me in Mind of the Eadeauour: ] 
am capable of uſing, to obtain it a favourable acceptance; and tell 
me, p. ult. that I may be bighly inſtrumental to prevent the Mif- 
cbief, that muſt be the effect of theſe Differences. The harſh 
Treatment you give me all along,was not the way to make 
me Zealom in your Service: it was rather a ſign of your real 
intention to diſcourage me from the Endeavour: you would 
_ otherwiſe ſeem to call for. But tho' I would chuſe not to 
be put under termprations of any kind, I hope it will never 
be in the Power of private Nuſentments to divert me from pro- 
moting Peace and Unity to the utmoſt of my Ability: And 
1 aſſure you, be the Manner of your future Propoſals what it 
will, if you offer any Expedient that as to the Matter of it 
may deſerve the Name, no Endeavours ſhall be wanting on 
my ſide to gain it the deſird Effect. I am, 38 


SIR, 


Fan. 27. 3 
9 5 Your bumble Servant. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


A Mong the little Obje&ions you raiſe againſt my con- 
duct in the management of this Controverſie, one 
is, my placing an Atteſtation under the hand of a 
| publick Notary, before the Book entitl'd The Right of the 
Archbiſhop, Ke. And as I was drawing theſe Reflexions 
upon your Expedient, there came to my hands another Ac- 
cuſation upon that Head (much more bitter and wirwlent ) 
from the Writer immediately affected by that Atteſtation. 
The Blame, as you lay it, ariſes chiefly from the Impropriety 
of procuring ſuch a teſtimony ; but conſiſts, as your Friend 
charges it, in the indire& dealing and Inſincerity of the perſon 
Procuring it. To both theſe, Foil return a fair and parti- 
cular Anſwer: to every thing, I mean, except the rude 
and provoking Language of your Friend, who has diſtin- 
guiſhe himſelf by this uncbriſtian Stile, and, it muſt be 
14 5 _ own'd, is come to great Perfection in that way. There is 
J (I thank God) nothing in my temper that inclines me to 
U break in upon this his Province: in all that therefore (which 
11 „ has ſo much ſwel'd his charge) he ſhall reign without Con- 
$17 troul ; and I will content my ſelf with a plain Reply to the 


— —— — — — — 
a * 
— 2 * ä * 7 
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14 matter of his Objections, which (without ſuch mixtures of good 

| K | Os nature and good breeding) he might have brought into a much 

=_ EE narrower compals. FG 5 

1 As to the Propriety, and even the Neceſſity of ſuch an At- 
1 tkteeeſſation, it is thus accounted for: The Writer of the power 

; of the Lower-bouſe, &c. made mention of a Clauſe which he 
_ affirm'dto be in ſeveral Forms of the very Mandate Dr. Kennet 

had cited; but he did not think fit (for reaſons beſt known 

<dineuotewhiviah Wy 
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to himſelf ) to ſet down the Dates of any of thoſe ſcveral, 
or the Regiſters where they might be found. The Matter of 
the Clauſe was pleaded in behalf of the Lower-houſe, and, 
if a proper or ordinary part of the Archiepiſcopal Mandate, 
was ſup>os'd to be ſome Advantage to their Cauſe. The 
Voucher thereof had taken care to introduce it in ſuch an 
artificial manner, as made it natural for every one to be- 
| lieve, That the Clauſe was in a Mandate which Dr. Ken- 
net had before him; and, That it was, if not the ordinary 


tenor of the Mandate, at leaſt no uncommon part of it. And 


I appeal to every man who read and obſeiv'd it, whe- 
ther theſe were not his Apprehenſions of that Author's 

meaning. | ; 7 =] | 
Both theſe Suggeſtions being notoriouſly falſe, Dr. Kennet 
had a right to have Juſtice done him in the firſt, and I 
(as engag'd in that Cauſe) an obligation to do Juſtice to 


his Grace's Authority in the ſecond. And after that Au- 


thor had ſo induſtriouſly miſled the Generality of Readers, 
no teſtimony under this of a publick Notary would have 
been ſufficient ; none, at leaſt, ſo proper and convincing. 


Dr. Kennet was eaſily juſtified, becauſe the Notary had no 
more to do, but to give an Atteſt ation that no ſuch Clauſe 
was there. But no reference being made to thoſe ſeveral in 


which it was affirm'd to be, all that could be done, and 


indeed all that the Cauſe requir'd, was to ſatistie the World 
that this Clauſe could be no proper or ordinary part of the 


Archiepiſcopal Mandate; not being found within the Re- 
giſtry of the See of Canterbury, in which the Acts and In- 
ſtruments of Convocation are regularly depofited. Nor 
did I judge it neceſſary to carry my Enquiries further; 
the Intent of which was not, as you ſuggeſt, to prove a 


Negative, i. e. that no ſuch Mandate was in Being; but only 
to ſhow that the Mandates with ſuch a Clauſe, when or 


wherever they were found, muſt be of an extraordinary na- 
ture, and upon ſome uncommon occaſion. 


Your Friend will needs make me ſay, that I had alſo 


examin'd the Biſhop of London's Regilters. I do aſſare 


him, I had not: for the Dates of Convocation were all 
that could be expected from thence ; whereas my concern 
has chiefly been about the A&s and Proceedings thereof; and 


theſe. 


» — 


1 


- theſe are no where to be met with, but in the Regiſtry at 
Doctor Common:; a name, by which every one underſtands 
the Place, where the Courts and Offices of the Arebiepiſeo- 
pal See are eftabliſhe. Tis true, at that time the large Re- 
giſters of the Archbiſhops were remoy'd to Lambeth, but 
that removal was upon a particular occaſion, and I was to 
| refer to them as in the Place where they were known to 
be ordinarily kept. „„ „%%% 
The Reaſon why the Notary particularly conſulted the 
\ Regiſter of Biſhop Grindal (while Biſhop of London) is 
obvious; becauſe Dr. Kennet had made ſpecial reference to 
the Mandate of 1562. and he was to be juſtified by a Special 
Atteſtation that no ſuch Clauſe was there. 1 
When the Right of tbe Archbiſhop, &c. was almoſt ready 
. for publication, I had notice from a Friend that he had 
 faund a Mandate in the Regiſtry of Lincoln with ſuch a 
_ Clauſe; adding, That the true meaning thereof was diffe- 
rent from what had been repreſented, That he had 
fully conſider d the thing, and found it to be inſerted in 
that Mandate upon a remarkable Conteſt between the 
Metropolitical and Legatin Authority; and, That he himſelf 
would account for it at large in the Hifory of the laſt Con- 
. vocation which was then going to the Preſs with a deſign 
to be ſpeedily publiſht, For want of the Lower-houſe 
114 Ads, and by other unforeſeen Accidents, it has been re- 
$71 tarded thus long; but is now made publick, and the 
—_ account given in the 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27th 
| | 1 Pages of that Book. ))) ( 
T4 Here, your Friend proceeds vpon ſeveral Suppoſitions 
= Which are utterly falſe; As, 4. That 1 had ſeen the 
«4 Mandate; which I had not. 2. That I ought to have 
1: i taken notice that there was one ſuch Mandate; which I 
81 | | 5 certainly did. For what could I poſſibly be thought to 
11 | intend by the Mention of a Mandate, with ſome ſuch 
—_ Clauſe, to be in alittle time particularly accounted for, as 
HY bazpning upon a remarkable Conteſt between the Papal 
= and Metropolicical Anthority, and by conſequence no way 
affecting the Legal and Ordinary Power of the Archbiſhop : 
What (I ſay) could any Reader poſſibly infer from hence, 
- but that, ſince my account .in the 19th. Page was — 
— — 
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off, I had receiv'd ſome general Notice of a Mandate under 


theſe Circumſtances. 3. If the Mandate was refer d to, 
yet he blames me for implying. that only Some ſuch Clauſe 
was to be found there. So (I aſſure him) my Author in- 
form'd me, reſerving to himſelf the particular account of 
the occaſion and all the other circumfances : and he has 
ſince ſhown ( Hiſt. of the laſt Conwvoc. p. 24.) that the 
Clauſe was neither entirely cited nor duly apply'd by your 
Friend. | 8 
The Mandate, of which I had this general knowledge, 
was that in Archbiſhop Warham's time, ann. 1523; the 
_ with the fir/# of thoſe two to which your Friend re- 
fers us. J N 
He would be thought (p. 21. c. 2.) not to acquizce 


in the Account of this unnſual Clauſe from the Con- 
teſt between the Metropolitan and Legat. When be or b 


Friend (ſays he) have try d their Skill this way, they ſhall 
bear 
matters of Fact and Hiſtory, have uſually no other aim, 


than to try how far they are able to pervert them to ſerve 
their own purpoſes ; and, it muſt be confeſs d, fuch Trials of 


SkiÞ have been practisd with great dexterity by a certain 


Writer upon this Subject. But the Account given of this 


Clauſe, is ſuch as naturally ariſes from the Hiffory and Cir- 


cumſt ances of the Time: and if your Friend think fit to 
try bu Skill againſt theſe, I am Now able to give him this 


advantage, that the Clauſe was certainly in the Mandate of 
1536, as the Author of the foreſaid Hiſtory thought it pro- 


bably might be, in imitation of the Mandate immediately. 


preceding. 


when it was my only Aim, and all that the Argument re- 


quir'd, to ſhow ( againſt his Suggeſtion )- That it was at 
leaſt an wncemmon and extraordinary Clauſe, and could by 


conſequence be no prejudice to the ordinary Authority of 
the Metropolitan, as he had alledg'd ic. In the next place, 


comes your Friend, and upon a courſe of Suppoſitions | 


from me farther. They who try their Skill in 


In the mean time, let me beſeech him and you to refle& * 
upon the Injuſtice you have done. You, in the firſt 

place, infer the Impropriety and Uſeleſneſ of that Atteſtation, 
upon a Suppoſition that tas intended to prove a Negative; - 
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utterly falfe, viz. That I had examin'd the Biſhop of Lon - 
don's Regiſters, That I had actually Seen a Mandate with 
the Clauſe, That I had not ſignified my general knowledge 
of one ſuch Mandate, and, That no ſuch account of it as I 
there ſpeak of, was really promis d or undertaken at that 
time: Upon theſe (I fay ) utterly falſe in themſelves, and 
urg d with the vileſt Inſinuat ions that Malice could Invent, has 
he raisd a formal Charge of Prevarication. 

The Account I have here given, is literally true; and 
if this be Prevarication, I am my own Accuſer: if not, 
let the Charge of Malice and Injuſtice reſt where it 

ought. 2 


I will add but one thing more, about a Falfe Report of 
certain Mandates with that Clauſe in the Regiſters of the 
Archbiſhops, particularly of Archbiſhop Warham ; which 
your Friend took care to propagate upon the credit of com- 
mou Fame, He declares now, in his own vindication, that 
he had no ſhare in raiſing that report: but I appeal to you, 
whether he ought not to have given himſelf ſome better Al- 
ſurance as to the truth of Fame, before he ſent it into every 
corner of the Nation. The Regiſter (he knew) was at hd 
in a place of free acceſs : or, if he fancied himſelf under any 
ſuch diſcouragement, as he pretends, from conſulting it in 
perſon, had it not been natural to deſire the favour of ſome 
Friend; ſuppoſing him willing to be undeceivedd? 
But I have the lefs reaſon to complain of this Treatment, 
conſidering how lately a Noble Lord was accus'd, in the ſame 
publick manner, of dropping the Writ for the Province of 
Tork; when an eaſie . Enquiry at the Proper Office, 
would have convinc'd the Accuſer that his Lordſhip Seal d the 
Writ regularly, and return d it to the Place where ſuch Writs 
had been uſually lodg'd. r 


r 
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